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Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of Boxes I to VIII is not sufficient) | 

Continuation of Box No: n 

The international application does not comply with the requirements of unity of invention, because it does not relate to 
one invention or to a group of inventions so linked as to form a single general inventive concept. In corning to this 
conclusion, the International Searching Authority has found that there are three inventions: 

1 . Independent claims 1, 35, 66 and 72, and claims appended thereto. These claims are directed to methods and an 

apparatus for analysing systems. It is considered that the evaluation of a system's architecture in terms of non- 
functional requirements constitutes a first "special technical feature." 

2. Independent claim 29, and claims appended thereto, directed to an architectural model of a complex system. In this 

claim, the only feature which can be identified as a "special technical feature" is the use of Components and 
Connections in the architectural model. 

3. Independent claim 33, and claims appended thereto, directed to ameans for obtaining architectural information 

about a system. The use of an interface enabling the input of architectural mformation is considered to be a third 
"special technical feature." 

The above groups of claims do share the concept of an architectural model of a system, however this feature is generic 
and cannot be considered to constitute a "special technical feature." Since no other feature is common to all the claims, 
they lack unity, a priori. t 

Please note that there are inconsistencies in the dependencies of the claims. (Some examples include : claims 1 1, 36, 
37, which are appended to themselves; claims 67 and 68, each of which is appended to the other; and apparatus claim 
28, which is appended to claim 29 for an architectural model. It appears that the numbering of the claims has been 
befuddled.) As a result, it has only been possible to list the independent claims which correspond to different 
inventions. 
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Box I Observations where certain claims were found unsearchable (Continuation of item 2 of first sheet) 



This international search report has not been established in respect of certain claims under Article 17(2)(a) for the following 
reasons: 

1. r J Claims Nos : 

because they relate to subject matter not required to be searched by this Authority, namely: 



2. j^jj Claims Nos : 



because they relate to parts of the international application that do not comply with the ^escribed requirements to 
such an extent that no rrieaningful international search can be carried out, specifically: 



3. | [ Claims Nos ; 

because they are dependent claims and are not drafted in accordance with the second and third sentences of Rule 
6.4(a) 



Box II Observations where unity of invention is lacking (Continuation of item 3 of first sheet) 



This International Searching Authority found multiple inventions in this international application, as follows: 
See extra sheet. 



1 . I 1 As all required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant, this international search report covers all 

searchable claims 

2. I I As all searchable claims could be searched without effort justifying an additional fee, this Authority did not invite 

— payment of any additional fee. 

3. I I As only some of the required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant, this international search 

— report covers only those claims for which fees were paid, specifically claims Nos.: 



No required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant. Consequently, this international search report 
is restricted to the invention first mentioned in the claims; it is covered by claims Nos.: 

Independent claims 1, 35, 66 and 72, and claims appended thereto. 



Remark on Protest j^J The additional search fees were accompanied by the applicants protest. 

| [ No protest accompanied the payment of additional search fees . 
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International application No. 
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Basis of the report 



1 . With regard to the elements of the international application: * 
| | the international application as originally filed. 

[X] the description, pages 1-55, as originally filed, 
pages 
pages 
pages 



[x] the claims, 



X the drawings, 



pages 
pages 



pages 
pages 



filed with the demand 
received on with the letter of 



, filed with the demand, 
, received on with the letter of 
, as originally filed, 

, as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19, 
, filed with the demand, 
pages 56-64, received on 12 February 2004 with the letter of 11 February 2004 
pages 1-33, as originally filed, 
filed with the demand, 
received on with the letter of 
EZ1 ^ sec l uence nstm £ P art of the description: 

pages , as originally filed 
pages 
pages 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the language in 
which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language which is: 

[~| the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23. 1(b)). 

| | the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

| | the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international prelirninary examination (under Rules 55.2 
and/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the international 

prelirninary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 
| [ contained in the international application in written form. 
| | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 
| | furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 
| | furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

| | The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 

international application as filed has been furnished. 
| | The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has 

been furnished 

4. Q^] The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

[~^] the description, pages 

| | the claims, Nos. 

| | the drawings, sheets/fig. 

5. ["I This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to 
1 — go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)).** 



Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this 
report as "originally filed" and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70. 1 7). 

Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this report 
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IV. Lack of unity of invention 



1 . In response to the invitation to restrict or pay additional fees the applicant has: 

| | restricted the claims. 

| | paid additional fees. 

| [ paid additional fees under protest. 

[x] neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 

2. I I This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose, according to Rule 68.1, 

not to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees. 



This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rules 13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 is 
|~[ complied with. 

|"x] not complied with for the following reasons: 

The international application does not comply with the requirements of unity of invention, because it does not 
relate to one invention or to a group of inventions so linked as to form a single general inventive concept. In 
coming to this conclusion, the International Searching Authority has found that there are three inventions: 

1 . Independent claims 1, 35, 66 and 72, and claims appended thereto. These claims are directed to 
methods and an apparatus for analysing systems. It is considered that the evaluation of a system's 
architecture in terms of non-functional requirements constitutes a first "special technical feature." 

2. Independent claim 29, and claims appended thereto, directed to an architectural model of a complex 
system. In this claim, the only feature which can be identified as a "special technical feature" is the 
use of Components and Connections in the architectural model. 

3. Independent claim 33, and claims appended thereto, directed to a means for obtaining architectural 
information about a system. The use of an interface enabling the input of architectural information is 
considered to be a third "special technical feature." 

The above groups of claims do share the concept of an architectural model of a system, however this feature 
is generic and cannot be considered to constitute a "special technical feature." Since no other feature is 
common to all the claims, they lack unity. 

Please note that there are inconsistencies in the dependencies of the claims, (Some examples include: claims 
1 1, 36, 37, which are appended to themselves; claims 67 and 68, each of which is appended to the other; and 
apparatus claim 28, which is appended to claim 29 for an architectural model. It appears that the numbering 
of the claims has been befuddled.) As a result, I have only been able to list the independent claims which 
correspond to different inventions. 

4. Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of international preliminary examination in 
establishing this report: 

| [ all parts. 

fx] the parts relating to claims Nos. 1-30,37-75 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; citations 
and explanations supporting such statement 


1. Statement 








Novelty (N) 


Claims 


6-18, 20-30, 41-45, 47-55, 57-59, 69-73 


YES 




Claims 


1-5, 19, 37-40, 46, 56, 60-68, 74-75 


NO 


Inventive step (IS) 


Claims 




YES 




Claims 


1-30, 37-75 


NO 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Claims 


1-30, 37-75 


YES 




Claims 




NO 



Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7) 

- Dl : US 2002/0049573 Al (ABU EL ATA), 25 April 2002 

- D2: Item3 Invests to Commercialise ABACUS (Avolution Press Release), 13 February 2002 

http://ww.avolutionx 

- D3: US 6,311,144 Bl (ABUEL ATA), 30 October 2001 

- D4: WO 91/17494 Al (BACHMAN INFORMATION SYSTEMS), 14 November 1991 

- D5: WO 98/53399 A2 (BRITISH TELECOMMUNICATIONS PLC), 26 November 1998 

- D6: US 5,276,877 A (FRIEDRICH et al), 4 January 1994 

NOVELTY (K) claims 1-5. 19. 37-40, 46. 56. 60-68. 74-75 

Claims 1-4, 37-38, 40 and 60-68: These claims are not novel when compared to each of documents D1-D6. 
Claims 5,19, 46, 56 and 74-75: Dl and D4 disclose all the features of these claims. 
Claim 39: D2 discloses all the features of this claim. 

INVENTIVE STEP (IS) claims 1-30. 37-75 

Claims 1-5, 19, 37-40, 46, 56, 60-68 and 74-75: As above. 

Claims 1-75: The dependent claims are seen to define features which are either generic or well known in the art. 
As such, when the features are not disclosed in any of the citations, they are not seen to confer inventive step to 
the claimed invention in light of that citation. 
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VIIL Certain observations on the international application 



The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the claims are fully 
supported by the description, are made: 

Claim 71 is not clear because it is appended incorrectly. It claims a method, yet is appended to claim 67, which defines 
a computer-readable medium. The claim also refers to a "step of providing a plurality of levels of architecture 
information," a method step not found in claims 67 and 68. 
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